Jenersl Offices: 212 West Michigan Avenus, Jackson, Michigen 49201 + (517) 788-0850

October 3, 1379

Secretary to the Commissicn

Att: Docketing and Service Secticn

US Nuclear Fegulatory Commission

Washington, DC 20555

™e f5llowing comments soncerning the Draft Fegulatory Sulde, "Ultrascnic Test-
138 of Reactor Vessel Welds Duriang Inservice Inspecticn”, are presented for your
ccnsideration:

T™he Consumers Pover Company has been follcwing the develcopment of rules

for the procedure to te used when examining nuclear reactor vessels using
the ultrasonic inspection technique and the improvements in Inspection

tocls used to perform required remote izspections. Indeed, Consumers

Pover Company has had a representative cn the ASME Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Code Section XI Committee from {ts incepticp almost nine years ago.
In these code meetings there has been ragid progress made in no small part
due to the technical and managerial contributicns of the NRC representatives.

Unfortunately, this Regulatory Cuide dces not continue cn with the existing
spirit of technical cocperation between the NRC and the cther ASMZ Beller
and Pressure Vessel Code members. Consumers Pover Company has noted that
many, if not all, of the technical items addressed by the Regulatcry Guide
have already been discussed at length and subsequently discarded (in some
cascs temporarily) by the Section XI Working Croup on lNendestructive Ixam-
ination. In these code discussicns, the particular changes in ultrasonic
testing procedures desired by the NRC representative nave oot been effective-
ly sold based on technical merits to the remaining xexbers of the werking
group. Predictably, at least two of the working group member organizations,
Sabcock and Wilcox and Southwest Sesearch strongly disagree with the provisic
of the draft Segulatory Guide and Consumers Power Cozpany comcurs with their
positions.

Therefore, Ccosumers Pover Company stropgly recommends that this draf™ Feruls-
tory Cuide be withdrawn., Tc the extent that ultrasonic examizaticns can ani
should be upgraded for exwmination of reactor pressure vessel wvelds, Consumers
Pover Company suggests stronzly that the YRC continue %o work with the ASME
Sc.ler and Sressure Vessel Code Committees %o develop workable rules for such
testing. Ia2 cur mind, committee work is the most effective and rapid vay <o
achieve workable improcvements in the sublect ultrasonic testizg procedures,
especially wmder circumstances vhere there is such a large nunmber of substai-
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tive, technically strong arguments sgainst the provisions of this Pequlatery
Guide.
Please consider these comments in future actions conmcerning this gulde.

Laad (71

David P Hoffman
Assistapt Nuclear Licensing Administrator
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